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types of motor-car ; and it may be asked whether a particular
car is to be regarded as a member of the class " cars in
general " or of the class " cars of its own type ". But, since
general conditions are supposed to be stable, so that the
relations between the owners of different types of car are
constant, it does not matter whether this question is answered
in the one way or in the other ; and there is no need to cavil
at any classification with which common sense and general
usage present us. Without, therefore, pressing this matter
further, we may proceed to illustrate the sort of commandeer-
ing that has now to be studied. Examples are afforded by
the expropriation of particular pieces of land which happen
to lie on the road of a proposed railway, or which are specially
fitted for small holdings (whether they are taken, over com-
pletely by the public authority or are subjected to compulsory
leasing); or of particular horses or stores of hay, or of par-
ticular buildings that happen to be suitable for billeting troops.
The principle of equity clearly requires that the owners of
those particular items should not be hit harder by government
action than similar owners of other similar items.. They should
be paid such amount of compensation as is required to pre-
vent this.
§ 8. It may perhaps be suggested that this way of looking
at the matter is too simple, and that true equity requires us
to take into account the wealth and family estate and, per-
haps, the age of the several persons affected. This, however,
is not so. These things are, indeed, highly relevant to the
amount of taxation that the several owners should be made
to bear. They are also relevant when what is contemplated
is a compassionate allowance to deal, of grace, with hard
cases to which the principle of compensation is held to be
inapplicable. But they are not relevant to the question
whether, in fact, that principle is applicable, whether, for
instance, compensation should be paid for the commandeering
of certain people's motor-cars or land. It would be " unfair "
to pay such compensation to married men but not to bachelors,
or to poor men but not to rich men ; for, as we must presume,
differences in these respects have already been taken into
account in the assessment of general taxation. To regulate
compensation payments in the light of them would be to
count the same thing twice over — to punish a man a second

